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Resfxrose to Off ice Aciun^ of Jtilv 12, 2006 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

C laiius i 3,7 IS jnd 20 27 aro ouiU'tUlv pending; ui l!u' ptesi'iU appiicatiOii 1 ho 
hxaumuT has rejoi, U\l I. l.unKK I ''^ 7 iOatul 2'^ linds.'! 33 L S C i !2, <^eo(M!d pas a^^j aph, 
as aOegodlv bouig nuloftniU' The hxauinu-r has rejoi, U\l >. iatnuK U), 1! i3, i4, !7, US jnd 
2h iindt-t 3^ I S C ^ 103(a) a^ aliegLdiy being iinpalonfablo >h er U S I'attMil \o 
6J>4,776 io Maitiu lu Mt.w ol U S PattMil {\4S2,733 io Aune and L PaSent \o 
<-},3l<-},413 to f'oik Cioim.s \^ and ih hove been rojected undor 33 I b C i(t3(a) as 
aliegodiv being unpatontablo ox er Martm, \uno and Pari in tuither \ loxv ot aliegod 
AppJicanl 'Xdnutted i'iior Art Clau■J^^ i-'^, 7-9. i2, 20-22 2^ and 27 ha\o boon i ejected 
asaiL'gedix being ob\ ioiks o\ es Mas tui. Anno i*aikandl j^Uenl No (vl2S,713 
Kssuad to Fkslej et al ianns 23 and 24 ha\ e also been jefooted linder 33 L S C if}^(a) 
asaNegedk being unpatentable o\ er Martin, Anne, Pad , and E'lsio} in Surthes \ leu <.>t 
L S PatnU !\ib! \o 2002-OW4326 to ( iuld et a! 

Applicant Lj avt.rses tilt, loregt^mig j ejtctions ,App!ieant }ia^ ainendt.d tilt, tiaiin^ 
to address the rejection under 33 t S C § 3 12, second paragraph, and theretore 
respecttuUv requests w ifhduusai ot the mstanf lejection 

Independent Clainis 1, 8, 10, 1 1, 20, 25 and 26 are Allow able over the 
Proposed iVJartin-Aune-Ptirk Combination 

A. The Proposed Combittafcion Fails to Disclose, Teach^. or Suggest 
Lim i tatiort s Recite d in the I n depen den t Ci aim s 



To establish a prima facie case of obviousness,, "the prior art must teach or 
suggest all the claim limitations." MPEP § 2143; see also MPEP § 2143.03 (To establish 
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priim fiicic ob\ iOii<;ncs<; or ct cijimed in\ cntion, all the claim Jimitalion^ must bo tat.ight 
(M- su|i^c;i.'-^tod by the f>rio? art ) 

;Vs io the tndeporitienl oijinis, ths./ Fv.uninor [.Jntnar ilv {■s.Jtos on ths./ cotiibtnatu^n 
(^fMartU!, Anno and i to rejoi, t liu- ckiiuus. 1 iowevet, theuted f>rio? art, notthet 
indi\ idual])' nor in combination, Ji^clo.ses She ckinuetl '^ubject maHer. 

The LLumed subject nuUt^'r is direetod to nieihods and apparatuses un'oK'sng a 
d\'namic partition objoct "havmo ot loast one attribute dotinsng a ta\st all!xatit~>n oi a 
net\sofl rosourco ocro^^ all data ihws corresponding to the ai least ono d\ namic 
partition, and a seccHut attribute defii^ing allocations of the network rescaace u ithin the 
fii si allocation " Pee, e g , cianns 1 . 10, 11 , 20 and 1^. abcn e, 1 he claimed subject ii^atter 
i-. also <.lj} ected to dynamjcaliy creatint^ user pa? lition objects in response to new users . 
Claims S and 2(i inJude a tiattii, classiiiealK>n component, in that <.lata flou.s are 
nuUehed tt.) a trattiL c[assitit.a{:t(,>n, \\ Inch m turti maps t*.) a dynannc partition (.ibjet.1 
New user partition objects are created as child partitions of the dynamic partition in 
response to new users. 

The pit'>po<>ed Martin- Aune-Pai k combinations roiSs to i^stablisli a puma lacic 
ease of ob\ lousness as the pioposed <_<.Hnbi nation does not teach oi suggest all claim 
limitations l\)i example, the Kxammei admits that Mailin fails to disi.!os<_ a d\ nama 
paj tUion ha\ ing a tust allocation, aiid that detines liss. r pai titions eav.h detmmg 
allocations uithui thetnst jSlotation 1 Oitice Ai, tion at '> Fhs. f'vammei lehes cm ALine 
as aHegedlv tLactung the t iatmed subiLcl mattei \atie, houL\ er, c(,>n5es now [leie tieaj 
tlie subject niallct ot the t iatms Rathej, \utie mejc!\ dist icses a metlunl ct mana^'jin^'j 
and distiibuting pools c"it IV addiosses m a tTRb netuoi k That fs, a global puxessof 



t Tlk Fviuiiticf liw !tnp!tc)t]\ idnul'? th.tl \Umn i.tiK n> diSvlost. )« )ppfui> <.[\ ii.iiuic p idiiiotis to d itj tlow? l><?s^<.[ un 
cotxesjiotidin}:' (Kitiic ctasses. 
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opoiatos ui i^cmncction \\ jtli t^n jikix oi othcf cvknicil pKVtssojs i ht ojobal piOi^csscn 
hjiKlstnU |V5ck<^t)! IP .Kkift,"^si's k> the o\U't nal puKi'ssots, w huh win then pfo\t;.leUio 
n\iddiesM's [o leqitosting Jient*^ Pjtl jiii'tolv v.hM, loses ,\t\ SWW [wseJ sv-,toj"!"i to? 
u'tiu^tolv numaging tietw ot I olenu nts ui j v.hsit i[>utt\i ^onipuJuig s\ stem I he s\\11' 
.agents die 4 ontif'jUiod ui a hsei.ut iu u ilh j mdistel Jt^t-fit ^(.lUimutiit Jtiug w ilh j 
nol\\ark nuinav^^oi ! he '41^ pjtenl dho dist [(,^!>ls j SWl!^ V5IB implemented as 
hit! jrthiv-al ti!o s^ stein (josi.mhijng a pathname) U-y tacihtatt idontitjcaf ion ot the 
ielafionships among the ni.t\v.oik tLments m thi. hituirth^ 

Moietnef neither \unenoi Mailin dfselos<- an atlnbute that detinesa iust 
alJcn_atKin oj a netnork tesouKe actoss aJj data iJou s t.onesp(.)ndjng to the at Last one 
d\ nama paititu^n Kjjhei^ as ;.hseLis,sod m pie\ lous oSiue at tK>ns, Mastni meu !v 
disi. l<.>ses mapping v.iata tlow s \o QoS delinition.s I lo\\c\ ei, as the 1 xanunei admits^ the 
(s,>oS detitiihons appK to mdiviJua! Hows, jud d(,> tiol app[\ aeiost. at! data l]o\^s 
eoiiesponditit; to the at least (,>tit. d\namie paitition, a^ disclosed and ^tasnKd As 
discussed abo% o Aiuie mertK d!s<,k>st.s o s^ stem that oIkKotos pools ot \P addresses to 
extei noi processors } iovs o\ ei thi. pooK ot IP addf esses m Anno af e not a tiist 
alJcn_alKin oj a netnork lesouice acioss aJI data fJou s (.oiiesponding to the at Last one 
dviiamjc partition. ' 

still tiij thei, ns. ithes Aniienof Mastin discSoso v.K namieativ eating nsei 
pal titioj! ohjecJs as ;.hse!osev.i an;.! daimed Aime iii toiitiast^ diSv.losesa .system 
LiSfli.'itig a pool ol pte-tsta!->lis!it.d IP addiesses Ratlier Shan being 4 itatt.d in itsponst, 
to ne\^ ut^eis, t!K s\ stem ol ,\utit. meieK a^sigtis a pit-t.\tshng IPadditss liom She 
pool As distusst^d aKn e {and as the pNaminof admits) Mai tin toiK to disck^st 
dynamically C!:eating user partition objects including a second ailocation defined by a 
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clvnamic parlilion obiect. 

1 Ln ther Uiote, as to Jaiiu S and 2t\ thi' teasnnuig LitulotK nig Uio Lvannne? 
te|Octi(Mi IS uiter tia!l\ iiKotisj-^tont jikI aoI! loLindod 2 ri|.>t\}!K allv ui ie|s. >. ttnj; cSjuit. 
U), the ! xjniins.! jNoges that QoS dotunlton-. hi \1a? ttn aie usOj paHUion objects See 
OHice Action at if kme\L{, m rLje>.tiug cLuni 2", tlie \ xaniinei {ka\ J[lt.g(='^ that ilie 
(s^>aS ii(=tnuhon!> ot Mattni aio livnannc pat htion (.ibjeets SeeOttiLt. AttuMiaS b Hie 
rxainmei can not ho\ e ft both uovs and tuf ther does not explain ho\s thi. Qi^S 
di^bnitions ot Mai tin couSd be mt~>d!t!ed b\ f!")e teachings ot \ime to av;h!e\ o the clamii.d 
siibject matter. 

Still fiiftheiv the propased Martin- Aime-Park combination does not disclose the 
ciainied sid>{s.'i. t niattei of ciainks and 2b h"! clann 8, tor (.^xaniple, a pai titioning 
niechanism is cipei alive to "ulentitx a ne\s data ikn\ aiul the tsjttu i.ia.ss .kssociate;.! \\\\b. 
the data tknv,' u [u!e a paj tituMi niaaagenietif module ts opei atis e W> 'idtntitv t!ie 
dyiiamit. partition ol^ject associated wtth tlit trattK t iass ^>t the at.\v data tknv, identitx a 
ne\s usci based on one or moie attnbntcs oi at least one packet ot file data t!o\s , oncl 
d\ namicaSh create a user partition object m the poi tition object spate m response to an 
itlentihcatjon of a neu usei a<_coiding io the atti ibutes ot the d\ nanuc paitition object 
a.ss<.iciatod with the new data (low.' Xeithei Mai tin noi Auno disclose these concepts 
Kather m Martin, an IP addiess tiise?) ks idontitied^ and data tkn\sot that user are 
mapped to a QoS ;.letiniti<.>n bee \ia? tm^ C. oi i 1, lines '^0 ""^n In ckunis S and 2fi, a 
tratht- class tor a daki tknv is idnititfed W> map the [k>\\ to a d\ iiamiL partihon, vvhik a 
ne\^ usei paihtion (.ibjeet !s crt.ated {as d!^L!o-,td and claimed) m j espouse t(,> dtttctfon 



2 li}ili,cd ,ip k) i,Uim S the t x amnu asijin f )iK lo kidf^ss jtl ci.jfnt tnnit )f kh)s )noto[\ pi,it)Hs: ill )f "iIksc d mm ,)k 
[\KCkd for itie "ijtik K i^oti <K d.iims !-? jho\o " S^e <Wkc Ac\m\ .11 .s Houc\cf ilio F^jjiiJikf fatted to 
.ipprcvUfc fh.u c!,)fn! s HKludos !ii)ifi,iuo£!<= not iotnui fHtl.nms t or 2 
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or ct ^lv?^\ iKCJ assocuitod u ith the dc^Ui flow I ho lo<.K-hiny,s of Auno mc simpK 
}naf>|.>osileatitK.nint)t IkMoiulniU'd wilh MaflU!,f\ifi o? thooihoi ciled ji'li'toncs.-. 
toaJi of <^u^gt\sJ the sLi[''ji't { nuilte? (^KkuuKsSand 2p F itjIiu'tiiKito, bexond tnoji'K 
alis. i^itig Ih.U Mar tu! ^oukl lie niodtiteti w tlh \hv teaohui^s o! Aiuitv the hvaunnei kuls lo 
speeiiicdhx md!(jte}io\\ out a I oiduiarx ^kil! ui tijt. art \\\iult.l ij.neLteated ilie LLunKd 
combination, see below. 

The Ex^jminer has Failed to Properly EsUifolish a Fmna Facie Case of 
Obviousness VVilh Respect to the Proposed Combination 

ApplienntN re^pccttuli}' Mtbmil thM the tviection of mdopcndont ciamis 1, 8, 10, 
11, 20, 25 and 2o bn^ed on the proposed Martm-Aiino-Pnrk combination is iin proper 
breau^e the I xoniiner has not sho^\ n the reqiured teaching, '>Llgge^-lion, or motix dlion in 
VIdrtin, Aline, I'ark, in the knowiedgr that \sas generalK a\aikibSe lo those 
ordinary ill in the art at the tinioot the inxention lo (..ombine Martin, Aane, and Park 
With L'dch ofhei a.s pjopo.sL'd. 

The i.}uestion raised under 33 Li.b.C. § !i'3 is^vhether tlit prior art lakeii as a 
whole ■\vouid -.ugge^t the ;.la!ined !ii\ enUoii taken as a whole to oiie ot ordmarv si ill iii 
the art at the time ot the ijiventioi"! Accordmj^K , e\'en it a!! elements of a claim art^ 
di^closed in \ arious prioi art refert^nces, w hich is certaia!\' j"iot the ca^e here a^ 
di^cus^od abo^ o. the claimed in\ ention taken as a v\ h<^le cann<^t bv said t<^ bv t^bx ious 
^\ ithout some reason gi\ en m the pnor art whs one of'ordmarx s| ill at ihe lime ot the 
in\ onfion would ha\ e been prompted to nioditv the tx'aLhings ot a rL'ix'ienLL' or combine 
tho feachiii^^s of nuiUiplo j otorencos hi ju ive at ttie clainiL'd iii\ enlioii. 
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j ho \1 VV V ^cts kii'Ui the ^tncl iogc^J sUinJaid tor ostabhshmg a pnmct tacic i^asc 
(^f (^b\ tousns.'-.s basi'd on uKKhftoaticMi or CDnUiinjIton o! ^)no\ jt t u-U-tetu "Id 
ostabiish .5 piiiua hjcie^.jse oi ob\ KUKsnosf,, Ihtee basu ciiteu.j iiuist be met 1 jf<^t, {]\etv 
iiuist be <^otiie -.uggesJion or uioUvatu)}!, eilhor in Ihe ioiou'iKos tbeni<^o!\ o*^ t){ in the 
!■ lum iedf'jt f'^tnerailv a\ ailabie io one ol ouimatv si ill m tht. att, to nuKbU tlit. rt.it.teiKt. 
oj combine lelerotuv loaL}iing!> SLL(.i{ub iliero must be j teas(,^nab!e Lxpo^taliou oi 
success Final !v, the prior art loforenco (or reteronces \\ heio ct~>mbinoJ) must foach t-)i 
suggest all the ciaun hnntations " Nt F I 2bi2, 21 13 The teaching, suggestion, or 
nu)ti\ aUoa toj the modification or eon^binalion and the leasonjbSe o\po<_tab<.in of 
'^ueccs.s must btith be tound m the pnor art and cannot be ba.sed on jn applicant's 
disolosiu'c S'o id (atation.s omitted) '\)b\ Kuisne.ss t an onk be (.'-.tabhshed b\ 
(.ombming o? nu)dil\ mg the teachings ut the pnoi ait to pioduto the ciamie;.! in\ ention 
u heit tiit-re is some tLJctung, suggL-,tion, oi motivation to dt.) so lound tithei e\p[icitl\ 
(.11 imph^ittvin t!K j eteitnt l-, tliemselv es oi m tilt. kno\Uedge gent-rallx a\ atlabte to one 
ot ordinai'N skill m the art" at the fiiiie ot flie m\ ention M [' F P ^ 21 01 Fveii the 
tact that reteienccs con be iiioditied or combined df^cs not tender the resultant 
moditication en conibinalKm ob\ K>ns unless the pnoi ait looche.s o\ sugge.sts tho 
desiiabiht\ of the moditi<_ali<.in oi combination. See Id ^citations omitted) \1cneo\ei, 
" To estabfish pnma facie ob\ icuisness <.>! a ciaimed ii!\ entioii, all the ciaim liniitations 
nuist be taught or s!.iggests.\t bv thepnoi ait Ail uoidsuia (.laini must be consids.'red 
in judging the patentabilit)' of that claim against the prior art." M.P.E.F, § 2143.03 
(citations omitted). 
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The gos-erning Federal Circuit case Saw makes Ihi.s strict iega! standard even 
move c!ear.3 Accordirjg to the Federal C'tiwiiit., "a .showing of a suggestion, teaching, oi: 
tnoUvatioT) to combine or modify priof art references ii> ar) essentia! cornponerit of an 
oln ioitsness holding." In re Sang-Sit Lee, 277 F.3d 1338, ,1343, 61 U.S.P.Q.2d 1430, 1433 
(Fed. Cir. 2002) (quoting Brown & VViliiamson Tobacco Corp. v. Philip Morris hic, 229 
F.3d 1120, 1124-25, 56 U.S.P.Q.2d 1456, 1459 (Fed. Cir. 2000/;. "Evidence of a 
SLiggestion, teaching, or inotis ation . . . may flow from the prior art references 
themselves, the know ledge of one of ordinary skiH in the art, or, in some cases, the 
nature of the problem to be soK. ed." k\ re Dembiczat, 175 F.3d 994, 999, 50 U.S.P,Q-2d 
1614, 1617 (Fed. Cir, 1999). Fiowever, the "range c.it .sources avaiiabie . , , does not 
diminish the reqiiirement for actual evidence." Id. Although a prior art device "mav be 
capable c>f being mcKlified to rnri the way the apparatus is claimed, there mnst be a 
suggestion or niotivalion in the reierence to do so." In re MiHs, 916 F.2d at 682, 16 
U.S.P-Q.2d at 1432. See a!so fn re Rouffet, 149 F.3d 1350, 1357, 47 U.S.P.Q.2d 1453, 1457- 
58 (Fed. Cir. 1998) (holding a prima facie case of obviousness not made \vhere the 
combination of the references taught e\-ery element of the claimed invention but did not 
provide a motivation to combine); In Re |one.s,958 F.2d 347, 351, 21 U.S.P.Q.2d 1941, 
1944 (Fed. Cir, 1992) ("Conspicuously missing from this record is any ex idence, other 
tliari tlie P'r(;)'s speculation (if that can be called e\ idence) that c>n.e of ordiriary skill in. 
the herliicidal art would have been motiv ated to make the modification of the pricn art 
salts necessary to arrive at" the ciain^'d inventtCMi.). Even a determination that it would 
have been obs ious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the inventicMi to try 
the proposed modification or combination is not sufficient to establish a prima facie 



? Note MP.E P ?J 45 X.C ( Tk- Fedcnil Ci rcnil fes produccci a number oi'dcC!S.tf)tis ovcotii ijifit; ob\ iotisness rejocticns 
due to a lock oi .sitgyesiioi) f)i ite prior ;).d oftJic desinibHity ot'cotnbittittsi references.'') 
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^asc ot obv lou siuss Sec ! n 1 1 Hi lo S^r } 2tl 1 0^ I i ({/""^ L S ! ' Q 2d \ »t\ ) { i eJ 
Qi.-. ,1988). 

In a<.lditu){!, ths. \i V F V .jjid the 1 tvieuU jk liit iepi'jtedK \\ jni j^^.jjnst umhj; 
an .5|.)piK.5jit'sdt-.cl(wne js a [>!m'pinU to u\<.>nstf itct the cijuned tnxontuin ! oi 
t.\jiupl(=, tht. \! i' j- V states, " ) [lo tendotux toit.soit 'hnuKivfht' b.i^td upon 
appl^ant's dis4 [(.^miums t^itten Jittieutt to awiid duL to the \ natuiooi the 
examination process \ lowevor, jmpcimissibtt hmdsig!-)t must be a^ ofdcd and f!")t legoS 
conclusion must bo ioachi.d on the basis ot ft-jc tacts g!oani.d tiom iht pf jt-)i art 
MP! F §2142 Ihugoxtjuang K\ieiai Cui.ud oasusaieequaSSx olc-ai ' \ciitKalstep 
in anaJxvuig the pattntabiJUx- of clanns pursuant to | ^"^ II S C i? 103) is casting; the- nund 
Kw) io tmie ot uw ention, to v.onsidej ttie thinking ot one ol ordmaix skii! in the ait, 
gnule;.! on!\ bv ths. pri<.>r ait ? eteienees jn;.! the then ai,v.epted wisdom in theiield 
Clost adiit-tenct to tius metiuidologv is et.pt.eia!K impojtant in >.a^esuhcMt tilt, xeiv 
t.ase \\\th -whicli tlit msentiou t an bt. uiKkrst(.iod may pK^nipt one 'to tal! \ u tim t(,> ttie 
insidious cttoct ot a hindsight s\ ndu^mo w heiom that w hich onK' the iuv ontion taught 
is used against its tcochoi "' hi re Kotzah, 21 T F \i iln\ KV^, t S p Q 2d 13 n, 11 3 o 
{i ed Gi 2(t(tO> icilations omitted) (n in it kot'ab the coui t noted that to pun unt the 
usuoj hindsight based on theununtion lodeiual patentabjlitx ot the- im ention thjs 
i,ouit ie(]Liires the examinej t<.> sho\\ a moti^ ation t<.> ;.ombii!e the i'etejs. ni,es thattieate 
the v.ass. <.>i <.>t>Monwiess See id See also, e g , (.liMin Procs. ssmg Coj p \ Aiiu iican 
Mai/^-P)oducts, SAO \^ 2d ^)02, ^'07 S L b P g 2d 17SS, 57^^2 (\ td Cn K'SS) Similadv, m 
In Tl I Vmbu .-ak ttie 1 edeial C ijcUit ie\ Lised a tmding ot oln iousnt.st. b\ tlit. Boatd, 
explaining fhot the ioi]uircd ox iden^c ot such o teaching, suggestion oi moti^ otion is 
essential to avoid impermissibie hindsight reconstruction of an applicant's invention; 



Page 19 of 23 



Appl. No.: 09/966,538 

Amd\ . Daled Novc^rtiber 5.3, 2006 

Resfxrose to Off ice Aciun^ of Jtilv 12, 2006 

Out case Uiu makes Lleat that the best defense <.^galn^t the subtle but 
IViueiiui dttra;.[ion oi !und-stgh[ ob\ i^iusjKs.s otuiHsis ts rii^oroiis 
.5|.)j.'iK.Ujoti t)! Ihe foquuenu'tiUcM .Ksh<.n\ ing oi the U'jt hjn<; oi nu)ti\alion 
to combine pnm art rctcfonoes Combimng prior <.irt rekiontes wUhoiU 
e\ idcnce oi such a suggestion, teaching, or motivation simpK take^ the 
m\ entor's dist !(,^sute as a biut-pruiS toj pieeing together tlit pnoj ait io 
doioat pafentainlity — the i^s'^enio eii hmtlMght 

!7S F 3d ot "'H ^0 I S r 0 2d at h^!~ (emphasis added) (Citations i>mittod) 

Applii^ants ruspecltul]> submU that the iejo<_ticin of independent cjasms I h, ]{) 
\\,2{) 2") Mid 2o based on the pioptised ctmibinalKms in the piesont Ottico Action is 
impropei, nntle? ths.^ XI 1* F (' and goveuimg hedt^ra] < lULUt cases iii n<.n\ iiere 
does the ! \amjns.'r demon sti ate, with lespt^U to ths.^ pfoposs.\t Lomf>ination, tiut Xlaitui, 
AuiK, I'atk, or kiiou k-dge genLtallv a^'atlabk' to a peison !ia\'mg otdniarv skiH in thv 
art at tht. tnut. oi tht. m\ tntion vvx^uSd [ia\ e pro\ ided an\ tLaetung, suggestion, ot 
mof i\ ation \\ hafsoes ei to mal- o the proposed ct'^mbination \s an example, the 
E Nommor meiolv states that ono woyid ha^ v been moti\ atecl to combine Martin and 
Anne \\ it!i each olhei because, accoiding to the I vaminei. using \une in Mai tin uouid 
fui tiic-i enhance t!ic- lesouice ii^anagement mechanism of Mailin by ielc-asmg unused 
u'souues due to lesouite Imiitatioi! jsjc] .see<.Htue Action at 4 

\ \annnati<.>n oi Maitui and Aune, iiouevei, lexeals that tiie Fxannnei s 
reasoning taHs sliort First c^tf, as dist ussed abcn-e, Martin merch ftaches mapping Q(,>S 
dtfiniticas to data How s, [io\<.evt.r, Martin decs not tcacli that thc-st. Qob dctiiutioiis 
estabhsh resell otions or allocatHMis tor data tkn\s lii a inonner that \scuiki rec|uire them 
tt'^ be rek'Osecl tor t'other data tio\ss Rafhor, the i^'^ob definitions iiieieh detme ' the 
bandw ictth to be apphed . chai aclei islics ot a {new ah, and so on '^ee Mai tin, CoL 
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10, imcs 40-4b !n other w okK no teacliuig sn Mai tin Migge^it^ thjt ct Qo^ tictmilKin in 
ttn iieeds to bo {s.4'a<^eti kn sub.ss.\jLienl tiat.j ikn\ s or usots 

XlorecH eu {uHviieu- dues ths.^ EXanutioi ds.'niotistuUo Ihjj a |.)efsoti ha\ uig cnduian 
skii! m ths.' ail .U ths.^ tinu-ol ths.^ inxenlmn would \\a\e rea.sonj[''K evpeoted the psoposed 
CiMnbuiahon io jdwve the puipotted Je'^Li]t^ Tn^t, 5un\hert. doe^ tlie i^xjuunLr 
denuMistrak that plO|Xl'^od tombnuituMi \\\iult.l iuneui tat t pjoduLod tlio purpojted 
results Fi>i fvampSe, now hero does the Fvammor o\ cn atfompt ft~> demonstiato that the 
tombmatjon oi the Citcd teachings in Martin ^\ ith fho IV address pooling s\'stem t-)t Aune 
wouJJ ha^ e achie\ed the puipo^e oi 'leieaMng uniksed re^ouiCcs du<? io iostaace 
hmilalK)!^ atldition, own assiinung foi' thu ^aku of aigumenl that the ps'optisud 
conibnubon \\(Ufld hj\e produaxl the pnrpojjed lesuits, nu\\ ht^re ;.loos the EXamuie} 
dernon.slrate that a peKsun ha\}ng orduian skit! in the ait jJ the hme <.>i the uiwntjon 
uoutd [ia\ ejLjst^iaabh t\peeted siicli teMiH^ As an exampit.. t!K LxanunLt met eh- as^et t^ 
iliaS combining ilie svsSeni oi Mat Un wtlh t!K teatiunc-isot Aunt, would !ia\t aL}iievt.d the 
oUeged purpi-)se, \s jthout e\ en attempting to deinonstiate that a peison ha% mg Oidinan 
ski!! m the art af the time ot the iiix entioii \\ ouScl ha% e ivasonab!\ eNpeeted such iesidt !f 
the I xaminei intends to leh on intoonaUon that w as genesaiK ax aikibJe toa peistm ha\ ing 
oidinan skiSi in the ait at the tiine <.it the insention t<.i demonstiale that the pmpoited 
results ot the proposed combuiation wcuitd have been expei-ted bv a person ha\ing 
oi dinar \ skiti m thear { at the tnneol the inx ention, <\pp!iean{ lespeetfulh leqLiests that the 
hxaininer pjo\'tdt dot-amentaiA tsidetiee tliaS siieli inl(,>rn-)at!on was m taet geueralK 
ax-atlabie to a petson }ia\'ttig oulmarv si il! lu t!K ait at t!K time ol She iintntion, a^ 
required b\ ftie \t P F P and g!>\efning Federal Circuit case law 
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For at iea.st these reasons. Applicants respeclfuily snbmit that the fixaminer has 
not. estabiished a privn.-.5 facie case of ob\ iotKsness agi-iinst. independer)! cl;"iivns 1, 8, iO, 1.1, 
20, 25 and 26. Applicants respecU'Liliy request, reconsideratior) nad al!.o\v?ince of 
iiulependent. clain^s .1, S, l(\ 1.1, 20, 25, 26, and ail iheU: dependent claims. 

Furthermore^ as to claims 23 and 24, the cited prior art faiis to diisciose or suggest 
the contigirration of user partition caps and the user ot overi low partitions when the 
user partition cop is exceeded. Claim 24 has been prexiousiy amended to state that new 
users are au toinatica \ iv assi gned the overflow partition. Goid teaches a system where 
manual interv ention is required to temporarily allow access when the new user capacity 
limit is e.\ceeded. Gold at paragraph 73, Moreo^-er, Cold does not teach or suggest 
assigning new Lisers, after the user partifiori cap is exceeded, to tlie an ov erflow 
partition vvhereifi fiie cn-erflow parti fion defines an. aggregate aypcafion of the nefw^ork 

other words, Liniike Go!d, where it appears tliat a!! users are assigned the same type of 

access after the capacitv limit is exceeded, new users are assigned respecti\ e user 

partitions, until the user partition cap is exceeded. .At that point, all new users are 

assigned and, therefore share, the resources a I Ic.ica ted to the overflow partition. 

// 

// 

// 

// 

// 

//' 

// 
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In light of the toregoing. Applicant believes that all currentiy pending claims are 
preseiUiy in contiijioT) for aNowance. AppitcanI fespecU'Liiiy rtK|itesLs a tivneiv Notice of 
Allowance be issru-'cl ir? this case, ff the Exaniinef believes that any fur tl'tef action bv 
ApplicarU ii> riecessi-iry to place tl'tis appiicaUon in cc>nclitiori. foi' allowance, Applicarits 
reqiiest a telephone conference with the untiersigned at the telephone ruunber set forth 
beiow. 

(i,Uo \o^LmbLr 13, 2i)0t> RespectfLi I ly Submitted, 
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